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Detailed Action 

1. This action is in reply to Application 10/747,930 filed on January 30, 2003. 

2. Claims 1-12 are currently pending and have been examined. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The Information Disclosure Statement filed on January 30, 2006 has been considered. An 
initialed copy of the Form 1449 is enclosed herewith. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office Action:. 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 1, 5, and 7-10 are rejected under U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Central 
Contractor Registration (CCR) Information Brochure, December 24, 2004, in view of Ross E. 
Dworkin, U.S. Patent 4,992,940, in view of Marshall T. Rose et al., U.S. Patent 5,757,917. 

6. With regard to claim 1, CCR discloses a system for paying a vendor for items shipped to a 
customer comprising: 

■ accessing data from a Central Contract Registry (CCR) Database to retrieve vendor 
payment data (see at least pages 16-20 and 26-34); and, 

■ paying the vendor using the CCR database (see at least page 9, paragraph 2; pages 33- 
34, paragraphs 3-10). 

CCR doesn't explicitly disclose the limitations of: 

receiving an order from the customer for items supplied by the vendor; and, 

■ placing the order with the vendor. 

Dworkin, however, teaches where an order is placed with the vendor, which is subsequently 
received by the vendor (see at least abstract, lines 21-24; column 2, lines 34-36; column 7, 
lines 66-68). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the system for paying a vendor for items shipped to a 
customer, as taught by CCR, with the limitations of receiving an order from the customer for 
items supplied by the vendor; and, placing the order with the vendor, as taught by Dworkin, 
with the motivation of enabling a buyer to effect the purchase of goods or services [Dworkin, 
Abstract: lines 1-2]. 



CCR doesn't explicitly disclose the limitation of: 
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■ receiving an acceptance from the vendor. 

Rose, however, teaches where the vendor exchanges communications with the buyer during a 
purchase transaction process (see at least column 7, lines 48-67). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified 
the system for paying a vendor for items shipped to a customer, as taught by CCR, with the 
limitation of receiving an acceptance from the vendor, as taught by Rose, with the motivation 
of having a means for confirming product and/or service availability [Rose: column 7, lines 63- 
67]. 

7. With regard to claim 5, CCR in view of Dworkin in view of Rose teach the limitations of claim 1 
as described above. CCR doesn't explicitly teach the following limitations: 

using the CCR data to register vendors; 

search and select vendors for solicitation of services and/or delivery of supplies; and, 
view vendor profile or Electronic Transfer Funds for outstanding account payable. 

Dworkin, however, teaches a system requiring and accessing information from listed vendors 
(see at least column 3, lines 65-66; column 6; lines 26-32; column 7, lines 43-49; column 8, 
lines 13-17; column 10, lines 51-54) as well as means for searching and selecting vendors 
(see at least column 3, lines 51-54; column 4, lines 58-61; column 5, lines 43-46; column 6, 
lines 24-32; column 7, lines 43-49). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to have modified the methodology, as taught by CCR, 
with the limitations comprising using the CCR data to register vendors; search and select 
vendors for solicitation of services and/or delivery of supplies; view vendor profile or Electronic 
Transfer Funds for outstanding account payable, as taught by Dworkin, with the motivation of 
having a means for allowing a user to obtain information about any vendor listed on the 
system [Dworkin, Abstract: lines 18-21]. 
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8. With regard to claim 7, CCR in view of Dworkin in view of Rose teach the limitations of claim 1 
as described above. CCR further teaches the limitation wherein the view vendor profile further 
comprises displaying Business Name; DUNS and CAGE Code; Socio . Economic Factors; 
Business Type; Geographic Location; or NAICS/SIC Code (see at least pages 26-34). 

9. With regard to claim 8, CCR in view of Dworkin in view of Rose teach the limitations of claim 1 
as described above. CCR further teaches the limitation wherein the search vendor profile 
further comprises receiving as a search parameter one or more of the following: Business 
Name; DUNS and CAGE Code; Socio Economic Factors; Business Type; Geographic Location; 
and NAICS/SIC Code (see at least pages 26-34). 

10. With regard to claim 9, CCR in view of Dworkin in view of Rose teach the limitations of claim 1 
as described above. CCR doesn't explicitly teach the following limitations: 

retrieving CCR public data and private data; 
■. determining the vendor's business name and mailing address from the public data; 

determining the vendor's electronic fund transfer (EFT) information from the private data; 
and, 

■ using the EFT information to pay the vendor. 
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Rose, however, teaches wherein data containing the vendor's business name, mailing address 
and EFT information is retrieved from a two-way partitioned information database and. 
payment system for the purpose of paying a vendor (see at least column 10, lines 31-49). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have modified the methodology, as taught by CCR, with the limitations comprising 
retrieving CCR public data and private data; determining the vendor's business name and 
mailing address from the public data; determining the vendor's electronic fund transfer (EFT) 
information from the private data; and, using the EFT information to pay the vendor, as 
taught by Rose, with the motivation of ensuring proper payment processing for the vendor 
[Rose: column 6, lines 38-41]. 

11. With regard to claim 10, CCR in view of Dworkin in view of Rose teach the limitations of claim 
9 as described above. CCR doesn't explicitly teach the following limitations: 

■ providing vendor payment information to an accounting system; 

■ formatting the payment information to include vendor payment information and an 
account payable amount; and, 

■ reflecting the payment in the accounting database. 

Rose, however, teaches wherein vendor payment information is provided to a payments and 
settlement system for processing and eventual payment (see at least column 11, lines 26-43). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have modified the methodology, as taught by CCR, with the limitations comprising 

providing vendor payment information to an accounting system; formatting the payment 
information to include vendor payment information and an account payable amount; and, 
reflecting the payment in the accounting database, as taught by Rose, with the motivation of 
having a means for processing payment for the vendor [Rose: column 11, lines 55-57]. 
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12. Claims 2-4 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over CCR in view 
of Dworkin in view of Rose, as applied to claim 1, above, and further in view of Andrew 
Mciauchlin, U.S. 6,754,672, as applied to claim 2 above. 

13. With regard to claim 2, CCR in view of Dworkin in view of Rose teach the limitations of claim 1 
as described above. CCR doesn't explicitly teach the limitation comprising keeping a focal 
copy of the CCR database in a system database. McLauchlin, however, teaches a database 
system through which users can access information including detailed vendor data, which may 
be sourced from a CCR system (see at least column 1; lines 37-58; column 6, lines 35-53). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have modified the methodology, as taught by CCR, with the limitation comprising keeping a 
iocai copy of the CCR database in a system database, as taught by McLauchlin, with the 
motivation of allowing the user to access information from external systems including Federal 
Government systems [McLauchlin: column 1; lines 57-58]. 

14. With regard to claim 3, CCR in view of Dworkin in view of Rose and further in view of 
McLauchlin teach the limitations of claim 2 as described above. CCR further teaches the 
limitation comprising importing the CCR data (see at least pages 15-20; 46-54). CCR doesn't 
explicitly teach the limitation further comprising importing the CCR data into a pubiic data 
storage and a private data storage. Rose, however, teaches a computer system by which 
wherein vendor information is partitioned two-ways according to degree of sensitivity and 
content of vendor data (see at least column 3, lines 56-66; column 4, lines 3-9; column 6, 
lines 51-59; column 7, lines 3-20). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to have modified the methodology, as taught by CCR, 
with the limitation further comprising importing the CCR data into a public data storage and a 
private data storage, as taught by Rose, with the motivation of preventing unauthorized 
access to sensitive and/or confidential vendor information [Rose: column 3, lines 60-64]. 
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15. With regard to claim 4, CCR in view of Dworkin in view of Rose and further in view of 
McLauchlin teach the limitations of claim 3 as described above. CCR doesn't explicitly teach 
the limitation wherein the importing further comprises transferring data over a secure 
protocol. McLauchlin, however, teaches the use of secure protocols to access information from 
various application systems including Federal Government systems (see at least column 4, 
lines 37-65; column 11, lines 61-64). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to have modified the methodology, as taught by 
CCR, with the limitation wherein the importing further comprises transferring data over a 
secure protocol, as taught by McLauchlin, with the motivation of having a means of enabling 
communication among web browsers and servers [McLauchlin: column 4, lines 50-57]. 

16. With regard to claim 6, CCR in view of Dworkin in view of Rose and further in view of 
McLauchlin teach the limitations of claim 3 as described above. CCR doesn't explicitly teach 
the limitation wherein the vendor registration further comprises validating the vendor's 
DUNS/CAGE data and Point of Contact data. Rose, however, teaches wherein qualified vendors 
are verified (see at least column 8, lines 27-32). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified the methodology, 
as taught by CCR, with the limitation wherein the vendor registration further comprises 
validating the vendor's DUNS/CAGE data and Point of Contact data, as taught by Rose, with 
the motivation of determining whether a participating vendor is qualified [Rose: column 8, 
lines 27-36]. 

17. Claims 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dworkin in 
view of Rose, as applied to claim 1, above, and in further view of Mclauchlin, as applied to 
claim 2 above. 
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18. With regard to claim 11, Dworkin discloses a method for ordering items from one or more 
vendors qualified in a Central Contract Registry (CCR) database comprising the following 
limitations: 

■ grouping items for a predetermined vendor (see at least column 7, lines 36-40); and, 

■ placing the order with the vendor (see at least column 8, lines 11-17); and, 

after acceptance to the items by the customer, paying the vendor (see at least column 8, 
11-17). 

Dworkin doesn't explicitly teach the limitation further comprising paying the vendor through 
the vendor's private data. Rose, however, teaches wherein a two-way partitioned database 
containing sensitive information pertaining to the vendor's payment information is accessed to 
process payment for the vendor (see at least column 10, lines 31-49). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified 
the methodology, as taught by Dworkin, with the limitation comprising paying the vendor 
through the vendor's private data, as taught by Rose, with the motivation of having a means 
for processing payment for the vendor [Rose: column 11, lines 55-57]. 

Dworkin doesn't disclose the limitation paying the vendor through the vendor's private "CCR" 
data. McLauchlin, however, discloses a system through which detailed vendor data stored in a 
CCR system can be accessed for any purpose necessary (see at least column 1, lines 57-58). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have modified the methodology, as taught by Dworkin, with the limitation comprising 
paying the vendor through the vendor's private CCR data, as taught by McLauchlin, with the 
motivation of using detailed data which may only be found or stored in a CCR system 
[McLauchlin: column 1, lines 57-58]. 
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19. With regard to claim 12, Dworkin in view of Rose in view of McLauchlin teach the method of 
claim 11 as described above. Dworkin doesn't explicitly teach the limitation wherein placing 
the order further comprises including a fund cite number and a delivery address. Rose, 
however, discloses the specification of a means of payment for a purchase transaction (see at 
least column 5, lines 60-64; column 8, lines 5-11) as well as a delivery address (see at least 
column 10, lines 40-41). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified the methodology, as taught by Dworkin, with 
the limitation wherein placing the order further comprises including a fund cite number and a 
delivery address, as taught by Rose, with the motivation of having a means of providing 
information to complete a payment transaction process [Rose: column 11, lines 55-57], 

Conclusion 

20. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to thie applicant's 
disclosure. 

■ Patrick Byrne, U.S. Pub 2005/0060235, teaches a collaborative commerce hub. 

John King et al., U.S. Patent 5,319,542, teaches a system for ordering items using an 
electronic catalogue. 

■ John Doyle, U.S. Patent 5,694,551, teaches a computer integration network for channeling 
customer orders through a centralized computer to various suppliers. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be 
directed to Clifford Madamba whose telephone number is 571-270-1239. The examiner can normally 
be reached on Mon-Thu 7:30-5:00 EST Alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, James A. 
Reagan can be reached on 571-270-1245. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800- 
786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

JAMES REAGAN 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



Clifford Madamba 
Patent Examiner 
June 22, 2007 



